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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-54 are pending and have been examined in this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,8-9, 12, 24,28, 30, 35, and 38-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by USPN 4,015,382 to Noyes. 

Claim 1: 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly, adapted for use in a door frame, and 
comprising: 

(a) an elongate jamb (11, Fig. 3) having a length, and comprising an inner 
flange (17, Fig. 3) having a first proximal edge (corner between 17 and 11, Fig. 3) 
and a first distal edge (19, Fig. 3), an outer flange (18, Fig. 3) having a second 
proximal edge (corner between 18 and 35, Fig. 3) and a second distal edge (20, 
Fig.3), and a jamb face plate (16,34, Fig. 3) extending between said inner flange 
at the first proximal edge and said outer flange at the second proximal edge, said 
elongate jamb defining an elongate cavity therein and extending along the length 
of said elongate jamb, extending from at or adjacent an inner surface of said 
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jamb face plate to an elongate opening proximate the first and second distal 
edges of said inner and outer flanges (opening surrounded by the c-shaped 
channel member, Fig. 3), the elongate opening being defined along the length of 
said elongate jamb between said inner and outer flanges; and 

(b) as a separate and distinct element, at least one elongate reinforcing 
insert (23, Fig. 3), having a length, received in the elongate cavity and extending 
at least to the elongate opening, said reinforcing insert operating to increase 
stiffness of said jamb assembly. 

Claim 8: 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in Claim 1 , Noyes also teaches further 
comprising at least first and second spacing blocks (Column 2, lines 13-16) 
disposed between said insert and said jamb face plate. 

Claim 9: 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in claim 8, Noyes also teaches said 
spacing blocks collectively providing a mounting (32, Fig. 3) surface, which 
receives a corresponding surface (25, Fig. 3) of said insert. 



Claim 12: 
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Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in claim 8 wherein said spacing blocks 
collectively provide a generally planar mounting surface (32, Fig. 3), which 
receives a corresponding surface (25, Fig. 3) of said insert. 

Claim 20: 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in claim 8 wherein said spacing blocks 
(32, Fig. 3) extend from said inner flange to said outer flange. 

Claims 24 and 35: 

Regarding claim 24, Noyes teaches a door assembly comprising a hinge 
jamb assembly (12, Fig.1), a strike jamb assembly (10, Fig.1), and a header jamb 
or header jamb assembly (14, Fig.1), at least one of said hinge jamb assembly 
and said strike jamb assembly comprising a jamb assembly as in claim 1. Noyes 
also teaches a building (Abstract) per claim 35 comprising a doorway, and a door 
assembly in said doorway, said door assembly comprising a door assembly as in 
claim 24. 

The abstract teaches the use of a door frame made up of the jamb 
sections and the header section installed in a rough door opening. A rough door 
opening would then be present inside of a building. 



Claim 28: 
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Noyes teaches a door assembly comprising a hinge jamb assembly (12, 
Fig.1), a strike jamb assembly (10, Fig.1), and a header jamb or header jamb 
assembly (14, Fig.1), at least one of said hinge jamb assembly and said strike 
jamb assembly comprising a jamb assembly as in claim 8. 



Claim 30: 

Noyes teaches a door assembly comprising a hinge jamb assembly (12, 
Fig.1), a strike jamb assembly (10, Fig.1), and a header jamb or header jamb 
assembly (14, Fig.1), at least one of said hinge jamb assembly and said strike 
jamb assembly comprising a jamb assembly as in claim 12. 

Claims 38 and 39: 

Noyes teaches a building (Abstract) comprising a doorway, and a door 
assembly in said doorway, said door assembly comprising a door assembly as in 
claim 28 per claim 38 and as in claim 30 per claim 39. 



Claim 54 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Pub 
2003/0068211 A1 to Bailey. 



Claim 54: 
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A combination fastener comprising a fastener body, and as a separate 
and distinct element, a fastener head, 

said fastener body (60, Fig. 3) having a first set of threads (61, Fig. 3) 
having a first thread configuration extending from a first end of said fastener 
body, and a second set of threads (62, Fig. 3) having a second thread 
configuration extending from a second opposing end of said fastener body, 

said fastener head (10, Fig.1) comprising a bore (42,44, Fig.1) extending 
longitudinally therealong from a first end thereof, said bore comprising inner 
threads corresponding to the second thread configuration (44, Fig.1), and a stop 
disposed in said bore (70, Fig.4a), and toward a second end of said bore from 
said first end, such that the fastener head can be threaded onto the fastener 
body, and in cooperation with said stop in said head, can thereby be used to 
drive said fastener, and to accordingly fasten said fastener to a substrate, and 
wherein, once said fastener body is driven into a substrate using said head as a 
driving tool, said fastener head is ineffective to remove said fastener body from 
such substrate. 

The claim language " such that... substrate." (claim 54, lines 10-15) 
comprises a statement of intended use that does not further limit the structural 
features of the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-3, 10-11, 25, 29 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over USPN 4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 5,233,802 to Rogers. 

Claims 2-3: 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in Claim 1 , wherein said elongate 
reinforcing insert interfaces either directly or indirectly (32, Fig. 3) with said 
elongate jamb, but does not teach wherein the insert interfaces the jamb at at 
least three spatially-displaced points per claim 2. Rogers teaches wherein the 
wherein said elongate reinforcing insert interfaces either directly or indirectly with 
said elongate jamb at at least three (68, Fig.1) spatially-displaced points at a 
given locus along the length of said elongate jamb. 

Regarding claim 3, Noyes also does not teach wherein the at least three 
interface locations occur along substantially all of the common lengths of said 
insert and said jamb. Rogers teaches wherein the at least three interface 
locations (68, Fig. 1) occur along substantially all of the common lengths of said 
insert and said jamb. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have inserted spacing means into the jamb channel in 
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order to further reinforce the door jamb as well as create space for door 
interfacing hardware to be installed inside of the door jamb. The use of door 
interfacing hardware is critical to the installation of a door assembly into a door 
opening. Also it is obvious to install as many spacing members as necessary in 
order to provide an even secure mounting surface for the reinforcing insert into 
the jamb. Therefore it is extremely obvious to use at least three spacers inside of 
the door frame. 

Claim 10: 

Noyes and Rogers teach the jamb assembly as in Claim 8, Rogers 
teaches said spacing blocks being spaced from each other (68, Fig.1) along the 
length of said jamb. 

Claim 11: 

Noyes and Rogers teach as in Claim 2, Noyes teaches further comprising 
at least first and second spacing blocks disposed between said insert and said 
jamb face plate (32, Fig.3), said spacing blocks collectively providing a mounting 
surface which receives a corresponding surface of said insert, whereby said 
spacing blocks serve as indirect interfaces between said insert and said jamb 
face plate. 



Claims 25 and 36: 
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Regarding claim 25, Noyes teaches a door assembly comprising a hinge 
jamb assembly (12, Fig.1), a strike jamb assembly (10, Fig.1), and a header jamb 
or header jamb assembly (14, Fig.1 ), at least one of said hinge jamb assembly 
and said strike jamb assembly comprising a jamb assembly as in claim 3, which 
is taught by Noyes and Rogers above. Noyes also teaches a building (Abstract) 
per claim 35 comprising a doorway, and a door assembly in said doorway, said 
door assembly comprising a door assembly as in claim 24, also taught by Noyes 
and Rogers. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have to have created a door assembly out of individual 
door jambs. It would have also been obvious to have installed the door assembly 
into a doorway opening in a building since that is the purpose of a door 
assembly. 

Claim 29: 

Noyes teaches a door assembly comprising a hinge jamb assembly (12, 
Fig.1), a strike jamb assembly (10, Fig.1), and a header jamb or header jamb 
assembly (14, Fig.1), at least one of said hinge jamb assembly and said strike 
jamb assembly comprising a jamb assembly as in claim 10, taught by Noyes and 
Rogers. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have created a door assembly out of individual door 
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jambs. The obvious purpose of individual door jambs is to construct a door 
assembly. 

Claims 4-7, 26-27, 37, 46-47, and 49-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over USPN 4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 3,591,985 to 
Coppins. 

Claims 4-5: 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in claim 1, wherein a width of said 
elongate reinforcing insert between a first element of said inner flange and a first 
element of said outer flange extends a distance "D" generally aligned with said 
inner and outer flanges (the distance from 21 to 22 of the insert, Fig. 3), Noyes 
does not teach filling a substantial portion of the elongate cavity between said 
jamb face plate and the elongate opening per claim 4. Coppins teaches filling a 
substantial portion (the solid core insert 2, Fig. 2) of the elongate cavity between 
said jamb face plate and the elongate cavity between said jamb face plate and 
the elongate opening. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have provided a solid insert member to 
provide improved structural strength to the door jamb. 

Regarding claim 5, Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in claim 1 , but 
does not teach wherein said elongate insert fills substantially all space in the 
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cavity between an element of said inner flange and an element of said outer 
flange, and fills a substantial portion of all space between elongate opening and 
said jamb face plate. Coppins teaches wherein said elongate insert fills 
substantially all space in the cavity between an element of said inner flange and 
an element of said outer flange, and fills a substantial portion of all space 
between elongate opening and said jamb face plate. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
provided a solid insert member to provide improved structural strength to the 
door jamb. 

Claims 6-7: 

Noyes and Coppins teach a jamb assembly as in claim 4 per claim 6 and 
a jamb assembly as in claim 5 per claim 7, Noyes also teaches including a void 
space (the space between 28 and 18, Fig. 3) in the elongate cavity between said 
insert (23, Fig. 3) and a second element (21 ,22, Fig. 3) of at least one of said inner 
flange and said outer flange. 

Claims 26-27: 

Noyes teaches a door assembly comprising a hinge jamb assembly (12, 
Fig. 1 ), a strike jamb assembly (1 0, Fig. 1 ), and a header jamb or header jamb 
assembly (14, Fig.1), at least one of said hinge jamb assembly and said strike 



Application/Control Number: 10/785,241 Page 12 

Art Unit: 3635 

jamb assembly comprising a jamb assembly as in claim 4 per claim 26 and claim 
5 per claim 27, which are both taught by Noyes and Coppins. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have created a door assembly out of individual door 
jambs. The obvious purpose of individual door jambs is to construct a door 
assembly. 

Claim 37: 

Noyes teaches a building (Abstract) comprising a doorway, and a door 
assembly in said doorway, said door assembly comprising a door assembly as in 
claim 26, which is taught by Noyes and Coppins. 

It is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have installed Noyes' door assembly into a doorway in a building. 
Installing a door assembly into a building doorway is very well known. 

Claim 46: 

Noyes teaches a building doorway (Abstract), and a door assembly 
mounted in said doorway, said doorway being defined by a rough opening and 
building framing members defining the rough opening, 

said door assembly comprising a plurality of elongate jambs (Column 1 , 
lines 57-65), each having a length, and comprising an inner flange (17, Fig. 3), an 
outer flange (18, Fig. 3), and a jamb face plate (16,34, Fig. 3), and an elongate 
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cavity therein extending along the length of said elongate jamb, and defined 
between said inner and outer flanges and outwardly of said jamb face plate to an 
elongate opening into the elongate cavity, 

at least one of said elongate jambs further comprising, as a separate and 
distinct element, at least one elongate reinforcing insert (23, Fig. 3) received in 
the elongate cavity and extending at least to the elongate opening. 

Noyes does not teach said rough opening being defined by a single 
thickness of structural member used to define a frame of said building in facing 
relationship with said at least one elongate jamb which comprises said 
reinforcing insert, and wherein a double thickness of said structural member 
would normally be used to define said rough opening in facing relationship with 
said at least one elongate jamb, said elongate insert in said door assembly being 
structurally mounted to the respective said single thickness structural member so 
as to provide substantially the same structural strength as the normal double 

thickness rough opening framing structure. Coppins teaches said rough opening 

t 

being defined by a single thickness of structural member (40, Fig.1) used to 
define a frame of said building in facing relationship with said at least one 
elongate jamb which comprises said reinforcing insert, and wherein a double 
thickness of said structural member would normally be used to define said rough 
opening in facing relationship with said at least one elongate jamb, said elongate 
insert in said door assembly being structurally mounted (Fig. 2 and Fig. 5) to the 
respective said single thickness structural member so as to provide substantially 
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the same structural strength as the normal double thickness rough opening 
framing structure. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have installed Noyes' door frame into a building doorway 
which was constructed from a single thickness structural member. When 
combined the door jamb and the structural member will act as one and provide 
the usual double thickness of an ordinary doorway. It would have been obvious 
to eliminate an additional structural member from the doorway in order to form 
the usual thickness of a building doorway and to prevent the use of unnecessary 
materials. 

Claim 47: 

Noyes teaches a building (Abstract) comprising a doorway as in claim 46, 
taught by Noyes and Coppins. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to construct a 
building doorway in a building. It would also be obvious to install Noyes' and 
Coppins' doorway into the building doorway. It is well known that a building 
doorway must be constructed inside of a building. 



Claim 49: 

Noyes and Coppins teach a building doorway, and a door assembly 
mounted in said doorway opening as in claim 46, Noyes teaches said at least 
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one elongate jamb (11, Fig. 3) comprising inner and outer flanges (17,18, Fig. 3), 
connected to each other by a jamb face plate (16,34, Fig. 3) wherein a width of 
said elongate reinforcing insert between a first element of said inner flange and a 
first element of said outer flange extends a distance "D" generally aligned with 
said inner and outer flanges (between 17 and 18, Fig. 3). Noyes does not teach 
thereby filling a substantial portion of the elongate cavity between said jamb face 
plate and the elongate opening. Coppins teaches thereby filling a substantial 
portion (2, Fig. 2) of the elongate cavity between said jamb face plate and the 
elongate opening. 

. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have provided a solid insert member to provide 
improved structural strength to the door jamb. 



Claim 50: 

Noyes and Coppins teach a building doorway, and a door assembly 
mounted in said doorway opening as in claim 46, Noyes also teaches said at 
least one elongate jamb (11, Fig. 3) comprising inner and outer flanges (17,18, 
Fig. 3), connected to each other by a jamb face plate (16,34, Fig. 3), further 
comprising at least first and second spacing blocks (Column 2, lines 13-16) 
disposed between said insert and said jamb face plate (32, Fig. 3), said spacing 
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blocks providing a mounting surface (32, Fig. 3) which receives a corresponding 
surface of said insert. 

Claims 13,14 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over USPN 4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 4,698,944 to Wilkins Jr. 

Claims 13-14: 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in claim 1 per claim 13 and a jamb 
assembly as in claim 8 per claim 14, but does not teach further comprising a 
draw fastener which draws said insert toward said jamb face plate. 

Wilkins Jr. teaches a draw fastener (40, Fig. 3) which draws said insert 
toward said jamb face plate. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the 
invention was made to have used a draw fastener to secure the insert to the 
jamb plate. Using a draw fastener is notoriously well known in securing items 
especially door frames and inserts. 

Claim 31: 

Noyes teaches a door assembly comprising a hinge jamb assembly (12, 
Fig. 1 ), a strike jamb assembly (1 0, Fig. 1 ), and a header jamb or header jamb 
assembly (14, Fig.1), at least one of said hinge jamb assembly and said strike 
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jamb assembly comprising a jamb assembly as in claim 13, taught by Noyes and 
Wilkins Jr. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 5,233,802 to Rogers in view of USPN 4,698,944 to 
Wilkins Jr. 

Claim 15: 

Noyes and Rogers teach a jamb assembly as in claim 1 1 , they do not 
teach further comprising a draw fastener which draws said insert toward said 
jamb face plate. Wilkins Jr. teaches further comprising a draw fastener (40, 
Fig. 3) which draws said insert toward said jamb face plate. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the 
invention was made to have used a draw fastener to secure the insert of Noyes' 
door jamb to the jamb plate. Using a draw fastener is notoriously well known in 
securing items especially door frames and inserts. 

Claims 16, 18, 19, 32, 33, and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over USPN 4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 5,619,823 to Ruff et al. 



Claim 16: 



Application/Control Number: 10/785,241 Page 18 

Art Unit: 3635 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in claim 8, but does not teach one or 
more elements of door interface hardware permanently mounted to said jamb, 
said door interface hardware having first thicknesses thereof extending away 
from said jamb face plate and toward the elongate opening, said spacing blocks 
collectively providing a mounting surface disposed generally between the 
elongate opening and said door interface hardware. Ruff et al. teaches one or 
more elements of door interface hardware (46,38, Fig.4, 58,54, Fig. 6) 
permanently mounted (Column 4, lines 16-18, lines 37-40) to said jamb, said 
door interface hardware having first thicknesses thereof extending away from 
said jamb face plate and toward the elongate opening, said spacing blocks 
collectively providing a mounting surface disposed generally between the 
elongate opening and said door interface hardware. 

It would have been obvious to add door interface hardware to the inside of 
the elongate jamb in order to provide the proper the proper hardware in order for 
a door to interact properly with the door jamb. It is also well known to reinforce 
an area that will be in contact with attachment means such as screws in order to 
prevent stresses from crack the surrounding areas. This application of 
reinforcement plates is well known in the art. 



Claim 18: 
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Noyes and Ruff teach a jamb assembly as in claim 16, Ruff also teaches 
wherein said door interface hardware interrupts a de minimis portion of, and 
thereby extends through a de minimis area of, an imaginary plane defining the 
mounting surface (54, Fig.6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have created door interface hardware that interrupted a 
very small part of the mounting plane. It would be obvious to have the door 
interface hardware follow the inside surface of the flanges of the jamb 
interrupting the mounting surface in a space that is ineffective in Noyes' door 
jamb. This interface hardware along the surface of the flange provides more 
surface contact and a better region to secure the hardware to the jamb by spot 
welding. 

Claim 19: 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in claim 8, but does not teach a 
projected area of said jamb being defined from the direction of the elongate 
opening, said jamb assembly further comprising, in the elongate cavity, one or 
more elements of door interface hardware permanently mounted to said jamb, 
said spacing blocks and said door interface hardware occupying different 
portions of the projected area of said jamb. Ruff et al. teaches a projected area 
of said jamb being defined from the direction of the elongate opening, said jamb 
assembly further comprising, in the elongate cavity, one or more elements of 
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door interface hardware (46,38, Fig.4, 58,54, Fig.6) permanently mounted 
(Column 4, lines 16-18, lines 37-40) to said jamb, said spacing blocks and said 
door interface hardware occupying different portions of the projected area of said 
jamb. 

It would have been obvious to add door interface hardware to the inside of 
the elongate jamb in order to provide the proper the proper hardware in order for 
a door to interact properly with the door jamb. It is also well known to reinforce 
an area that will be in contact with attachment means such as screws in order to 
^ prevent stresses from crack the surrounding areas. This application of 
reinforcement plates is well known in the art. 

Claim 32-33: 

Noyes teaches a door assembly comprising a hinge jamb assembly (12, 
Fig.1), a strike jamb assembly (10, Fig.1), and a header jamb or header jamb 
assembly (14, Fig.1), at least one of said hinge jamb assembly and said strike 
jamb assembly comprising a jamb assembly as in claim 16 per claim 32 and 
claim 19 per claim 33, both taught by Noyes and Ruff et al. 

Claim 40: 

Noyes teaches a building (Abstract) comprising a doorway, and a door 
assembly in said doorway, said door assembly comprising a door assembly as in 
claim 32, taught by Noyes and Ruff et al. 
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Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 5,619,823 to Ruff et al. in view of USPN 4,698,944 
to Wilkins Jr. 

Claim 17: 

Noyes and Ruff et al. teach a jamb assembly as in claim 16, they do not 
teach further comprising a draw fastener which draws said insert toward said 
jamb face plate. Wilkins Jr. teaches further comprising a draw fastener (40, 
Fig. 3) which draws said insert toward said jamb face plate. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the 
invention was made to have used a draw fastener to secure the insert of Noyes' 
door jamb to the jamb plate. Using a draw fastener is notoriously well known in 
securing items especially door frames and inserts. 

Claims 21-22, 34, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over USPN 4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 5,603,191 to Wu. 

Claims 21-22: 

Noyes teaches a jamb assembly as in claim 20 per claim 21 and a jamb 
assembly as in claim 8 per claim 22, but does not teach wherein said spacing 
blocks and/or the insert are friction fitted between said inner flange and said 
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outer flange. Wu teaches wherein said spacing blocks and/or the insert are 
friction fitted (Column 2, lines 33-41) between said inner flange and said outer 
flange. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have created spacing and blocks to be friction fitted in 
Noyes' door jamb in order to eliminate the use of attaching materials such as 
screws, bolts, or welding. It is well known to use friction fitting when spacing and 
location are necessary. It is obvious to use friction fitting wherever possible in 
order to eliminate the use of other materials, which in turn will save time and 
money. 

Claim 34: 

Noyes teaches a door assembly comprising a hinge jamb assembly (12, 
Fig.1), a strike jamb assembly (10, Fig.1), and a header jamb or header jamb 
assembly (14, Fig.1), at least one of said hinge jamb assembly and said strike 
jamb assembly comprising a jamb assembly as in claim 22, taught by Noyes and 
Wu. 

Claim 41: 

Noyes teaches a building (Abstract) comprising a doorway, and a door 
assembly in said doorway, said door assembly comprising a door assembly as in 
claim 34, taught by Noyes and Wu. 
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Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 4,698,944 to Wilkins Jr. in view of USPN 
5,603,191 toWu. 

Claim 23: 

Noyes and Wilkins Jr. teach a jamb assembly as in claim 13, but do not 
teach wherein both said spacing blocks and said insert are friction fitted between 
respective portions of said inner and outer flanges. Wu teaches wherein both 
said spacing blocks and said insert are friction fitted (Column 2, lines 33-41) 
between respective portions of said inner and outer flanges. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have created spacing and blocks to be friction fitted in 
Noyes' door jamb in order to eliminate the use of attaching materials such as 
screws, bolts, or welding. It is well known to use friction fitting when spacing and 
location are necessary. It is obvious to use friction fitting wherever possible in 
order to eliminate the use of other materials, which in turn will save time and 
money. 

Claims 42-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
USPN 4,01 5,382 to Noyes in view of US Pub. 2003/006821 1 A1 to Bailey. 
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Claims 42-43: 

Noyes teaches a building as in claim 38 per claim 42 and a building as in 
claim 38 per claim 43 said door assembly being mounted in said doorway, but 
does not teach using a fastener with a detachable head, whereby manipulation of 
said head is ineffective to remove said fastener from said door assembly. Bailey 
teaches using a fastener with a detachable head (10, Fig.1). 

The claim language describing the manipulation of the detachable head is 
considered functional language whenever is appears in the examined claims and 
is not given structural weight in the claim. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have mounted the door assembly in the doorway using a 
fastener with a detachable head. The use of fastener that can not be disturbed 
by manipulating the head is well known in the art. These fasteners provide a 
permanent type connection with the door frame structure. 

Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 5,619,823 to Ruff et al. in view of US Pub. 
2003/0068211 A1 to Bailey. 

Claim 44: 

Noyes and Ruff et al. teach a building as in claim 40, said door assembly 
being mounted in said doorway, but do not teach using a fastener having a 
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detachable head, whereby manipulation of said head is ineffective to remove 
said fastener from said door assembly. Bailey teaches using a fastener having a 
detachable head (10, Fig.1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have mounted the door assembly in the doorway using a 
fastener with a detachable head. The use of fastener that can not be disturbed 
by manipulating the head is well known in the art. These fasteners provide a 
permanent type connection with the door frame structure: 

Claim 45 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 5,603,191 to Wu in view of US Pub. 2003/006821 1 
A1 to Bailey. 

Claim 45: 

Noyes and Wu teach a building as in claim 40, said door assembly being 
mounted in said doorway, but do not teach using a fastener having a detachable 
head, whereby manipulation of said head is ineffective to remove said fastener 
from said door assembly. Bailey teaches using a fastener having a detachable 
head (10, Fig.1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have mounted the door assembly in the doorway using a 
fastener with a detachable head. The use of fastener that can not be disturbed 
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by manipulating the head is well known in the art. These fasteners provide a 
permanent type connection with the door frame structure. 

Claim 48 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 3,591 ,985 to Coppins in view of USPN 5,233,802 
to Rogers. 

Claim 48: 

Noyes and Coppins teach a building doorway, and a door assembly 
mounted in said doorway opening as in claim 46, but do not teach said elongate 
reinforcing insert interfaces either directly or indirectly with said elongate jamb at 
at least three spatially-displaced points at a given locus along a length of said 
elongate jamb. Rogers teaches said elongate reinforcing insert interfaces either 
directly or indirectly with Noyes' elongate jamb at at least three spatially- 
displaced points (68, Fig.1) at a given locus along a length of said elongate jamb. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have inserted spacing means into the jamb channel in 
order to further reinforce the door jamb as well as create space for door 
interfacing hardware to be installed inside of the door jamb. The use of door 
interfacing hardware is critical to the installation of a door assembly into a door 
opening. Also it is obvious to install as many spacing members as necessary in 
order to provide an even secure mounting surface for the reinforcing insert into 
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the jamb. Therefore it is extremely obvious to use at least three spacers inside of 
the door frame. 

Claims 51-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
USPN 4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 3,591,985 to Coppins in view of USPN 
5,619,823 to Ruff etal. 

Claim 51: 

Noyes and Coppins teach a building doorway, and a door assembly 
mounted in said doorway opening as in Claim 46, said at least one elongate jamb 
comprising inner and outer flanges, connected to each other by a jamb face 
plate, they do not teach said jamb assembly further comprising, in the elongate 
cavity, one or more elements of door interface hardware permanently mounted to 
said jamb, said door interface hardware having first thicknesses thereof 
extending away from said jamb face plate and toward the elongate opening, said 
spacing blocks collectively providing a mounting surface disposed generally 
between the elongate opening and said door interface hardware. 

Ruff et al. teaches said jamb assembly further comprising, in the elongate 
cavity, one or more elements of door interface hardware (46,38, Fig.4, 58,54, 
Fig. 6) to said jamb permanently mounted (Column 4, lines 16-18, lines 37-40) to 
said jamb, said door interface hardware having first thicknesses thereof 
extending away from said jamb face plate and toward the elongate opening, said 
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spacing blocks collectively providing a mounting surface disposed generally 
between the elongate opening and said door interface hardware. 

It would have been obvious to add door interface hardware to the inside of 
the elongate jamb in order to provide the proper the proper hardware in order for 
a door to interact properly with the door jamb. It is also well known to reinforce 
an area that will be in contact with attachment means such as screws in order to 
prevent stresses from crack the surrounding areas. This application of 
reinforcement plates is well known in the art. 

Claim 52: 

Noyes, Coppins, and Ruff et al. teach a building doorway, and a door 
assembly mounted in said doorway opening as in claim 51 , Ruff also teaches 
wherein said door interface hardware interrupts a de minimis portion of, and 
thereby extends through a de minimis area of, an imaginary plane defining the 
mounting surface (54, Fig. 6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have created door interface hardware that interrupted a 
very small part of the mounting plane. It would be obvious to have the door 
interface hardware follow the inside surface of the flanges of the jamb 
interrupting the mounting surface in a space that is ineffective in Noyes* door 
jamb. This interface hardware along the surface of the flange provides more 
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surface contact and a better region to secure the hardware to the jamb by spot 
welding. 

Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
4,015,382 to Noyes in view of USPN 3,591,985 to Coppins in view of US Pub. 
2003/0068211 A1 to Bailey. 

Claim 53: 

Noyes and Coppins teach a building doorway and a door assembly 
mounted in said doorway, as in claim 46, and at least one elongate jamb being 
secured to said building framing members which define a rough opening by at 
least one fastener, they do not teach wherein said fastener comprises a threaded 
fastener body, and a s a separate and distinct element, a fastener head. 

Bailey teaches wherein said fastener comprises a threaded fastener body 
(60, Fig. 3), and a separate and distinct element, a fastener head (10, Fig.1). 

The remainder of claim 53 is functional language as does not provide 
structure to the claim. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have mounted the door assembly in the doorway using a 
fastener with a detachable head. The use of fastener that can not be disturbed 
by manipulating the head is well known in the art. These fasteners provide a 
permanent type connection with the door frame structure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan D. Kwiecinski whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5160. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 am - 4 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Naoko Slack can be reached on (571)272-6848. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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